Message

From: Chin, Lucita [/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=EA4Q4E3F56574242AEE0811AQ7E309FC-CHIN, LUCITA]

Sent: 8/29/2017 8:17:21 PM

To: Shea, Valois [Shea.Valois@epa.gov]

Subject: RE: Dewey Burdock

?? Not 3:30 his?

Lucita Chin

Associate Regional Counsel
Environmental Protection Agency
1595 Wynkoop St.

Denver, CO 80202

Office: (303) 312-7832

From: Shea, Valois

Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2017 2:12 PM
To: Chin, Lucita <Chin.Lucita@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Dewey Burdock

He thought it was scheduled for 3:30 min time. | told him we will need to wait till next week to reschedule.

Valsde

Valois Shea

U.5 EPA Region 8
MailCode: 8WP-SUT

1595 Wynkoop Street
Denver, CO 80202-1129
Phone: {303) 312-6276
Fax: (303) 312-6741
Email: sheavalois®epagoy

From: Chin, Lucita

Sent: Tuesday, August 29, 2017 1:44 PM

To: David Ganje <davidganje@ganjelaw.com>; Shea, Valois <Shea.Valois@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Dewey Burdock

Hi Mr. Ganje — , ,
Valois and | are waiting on the conference line for our call with you. That number is: Conference Call #:; | Fx ¢ Personal Privacy (PP) |

Passcode_‘i Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP) E

Will you be able to join us?
Lucita Chin

Associate Regional Counsel
Environmental Protection Agency
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1595 Wynkoop St.
Denver, CO 80202
Office: (303) 312-7832

From: David Ganje [mailto:davidganie @ganjelaw.com]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 3:54 PM

To: Shea, Valois <Shea.Valois@epa.gov>

Cc: Chin, Lucita <Chin.Lucita@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Dewey Burdock

Thanks much

Yes please set up a 3 way conference call if possible

if you wish to use my access number you can use i Ex 8 Personal Privacy (PP) Foyf

Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)

Tomorrow afternoon or Wednesday afternoon looks good

David L. Ganje

Ganje Law Offices

Web: lexenergy.net

505 385 (G330

701 355 6885

518 437 8000
davideanie@eanielaw com

To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.5. federal tax advice contained
in this doecument {including any attachments] is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purposs
of {i} avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or {ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another
party any transaction or matter addressed herain,

This email is being sent from a law firm and may contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the
intended recipient{s}). Any review, use, distribution or disclosure by others is strictly prohibited. If vou are not the
intended recipient {or authorized to receive for the recipient), please advise the sender immediately by reply e-mail, and
delete this message and any attachments without retaining a copy.

From: Shea, Valois [mailto:Shea.Valois@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 5:36 PM
To: David Ganje <davidganje@ganjelaw.com>
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Cc: Chin, Lucita <Chin.Lucita@epa.gov>
Subject: RE: Dewey Burdock

Because the Deadwood wells fit the definition of Class wells in the federal UIC regs. The classification of injection wells
is based on the stratigraphic location of the injection zone relative to underground sources of drinking water in addition
to the type of injectats,

if vou would like to talk through this in person, { can set up a call with our UIC attorney. Then we can have a back and
forth discussion that would clarify things better. { have copied her to give her a heads up.

Valois

Valois Shea

U.5. EPA Region 8
MailCode: BWP-5UT

1595 Wynkoop Street
Denver, CO 80202-1126
Phone: (303) 312-6276
Fax: (303) 312-6741
Email: sheovalois®epa.goy

From: David Ganje [mailto:davidganje@ganjelaw.com]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 3:30 PM

To: Shea, Valois <Shea.Valois@epa.gov>

Subject: RE: Dewey Burdock

Thanks for the info

But the proposed well[s] into the Deadwood were not described by the
developer as

Radioactive waste disposal wells. They are the same type of wells with the same
type of product waste that is to be injected into the Minnelusa. So why did they

need to abandon the Deadwood if it is the same injection material?
David L. Ganje

Ganje Law Offices

Web: lexenergy.net

605 385 0330

FOL 355 6885

518 437 9000

davidganie@ganjelaw.com

To ensure compliance with reguirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. federal tax advice contained
in this document {including any attachments) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose
of {i} avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or {ii} promoting, marketing or recommending to another
party any transaction or matter addressed herein.
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This email is being sent from a law firm and may contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the
intended recipient{s). Any review, use, distribution or disclosure by others is strictly prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient {or authorized 1o receive for the recipient), please advise the sender immediately by reply e-mail, and
delete this message and any attachments without retaining a copy.

From: Shea, Valois [mailto:Shea. Valois@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2017 4:39 PM

To: David Ganje <davidganje@ganjelaw.com>
Subject: RE: Dewey Burdock

Please see answers below.,

Fialaio

Valois Shea

U.S EPA Region 8
MailCode: BWP-SUT

1595 Wynkoop Street
Denver, CO 8Q202-1129
Phone: {303) 312-6276
Fax: {303) 312-6741
Email sheavalois®epanoy

From: David Ganje [mailto:davidganje@ganjelaw.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 26, 2017 2:11 PM

To: Shea, Valois <Shea.Valois@epa.gov>

Subject: Dewey Burdock

Hello

| was looking at the Fact Sheets on the Class V application. This indicates
that the two proposed wells which would have been injected into the
Dakota (Deadwood?) formation would not be permitted because it is
prohibited under aocrrs144.6(a)(2).

As discussed in the Section 2.1 Injfection Welf Classification, the wells proposed for injection into the Deadwood
Formation would be classified as Class | wells under 40 CFR 144.6{a){3}{radivactive waste disposal wells) because the
Deadwoond is below the lowermost underground source of drinking water. The Deadwood class | wells could be
authorized under the federal UIC regulations, but a State of South Dakota regulation prohibits Class T wells in South
Dakota. For this reason, Powertech withdrew their request for a permit for the Deadwood well. Class V Fact Sheet
Section 2.1 walks through the UIC well classification regulations, explaining that the Minnelusa wells fit the definition for
Class V wells and can be authorized as Class V wells as long as the injectate Is treated to below radinactive waste
standards.
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So please help me understand the situation. The wells under
consideration that would be injected into the Minnelusa aquifer appear to
me to meet the same prohibited restriction under aocrr§144.6()2). Would
you please direct me to the info that would help me understand

this? Thanks.

David L Ganje

Ganje Law Offices

Web: lexenergy.net

605 385 0330

701 355 6885

518 437 9000
davideanis@eanislaw.com

To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. federal tax advice contained
in this document (including any attachments) is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose
of (i} avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another
party any transaction or matter addressed herein.

This email is being sent from a law firm and may contain confidential and privileged material for the sole use of the
intended recipient(s). Any review, use, distribution or disclosure by others is strictly prohibited. If you are not the
intended recipient (or authorized to receive for the recipient), please advise the sender immediately by reply e-mail, and
delete this message and any attachments without retaining a copy.
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